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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
8/21/2007 has been entered. 

Response to Amendment 

2. The present Office,action is made in response to the amendment filed on 
8/21/2007. It is noted that in the amendment, applicant has amended claims 1 and 7; 
canceled claim 8 and added one independent claim, i.e., claim 9, into the application. A 
review of the device as recited in the amended claims and newly-added claim has 
resulted that the device of the new claim has similar scope as that of the amended 
claims, thus all claims 1-7 and 9 are examined in this Office action. 

3. It is also noted that the list of claims as provided in the amendment of 8/21/07 
has not complied with the requirement as set forth in 37 CFR 1.121. In particular, claim 
9 is a new claim; however, the claim contains a deletion of the term 'that" on line 23. In 
the spirit of cooperation, the amendment filed on 8/21/07 has been entered and claim 9 
is considered as a new claim. Applicant should take into account the rule 37 CFR 1.121 
in the process of amendment the claim(s) in any future communication. 
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Specification 

4. A substitute specification without the claims is required pursuant to 37 CFR 
1 .125(a) because the numbers and the natures of the amendments render it difficult to 
consider the application or to arrange the papers for printing or copying, see 37 CFR 1 . 
125. 

Applicant should note that the application contains four amendments which made 
changes to the specification as filed on 8/10/2001 ; 6/20/20003; 7/15/2003 and 
3/8/2004 in which some amendments made changes to the changes requested 
by a previous amendment, see the amendments filed on 6/20/03; 7/15/03 and 
3/8/04, and thus some errors have been occurred. For instance, in the 
amendments filed on 6/20/03 and 7/15/03, applicant has requested to delete the 
phrase thereof "because the edges reflect light in a direction generally away from 
the school bus driver's eyes" on last two lines of the paragraph beginning at page 
6, line 3; however, the mentioned phrase is shown in the mentioned paragraph of 
page 6 in the amendment filed on 3/8/04. 

A substitute specification must not contain new matter. The substitute 
specification must be submitted with markings showing all the changes relative to the 
immediate prior version of the specification of record. The text of any added subject 
matter must be shown by underlining the added text. The text of any deleted matter 
must be shown by strike-through except that double brackets placed before and after 
the deleted characters may be used to show deletion of five or fewer consecutive 
characters. The text of any deleted subject matter must be shown by being placed 
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within double brackets if strike-through cannot be easily perceive.d. An accompanying 
clean version (without markings) and a statement that the substitute specification 
contains no new matter must also be supplied. Numbering the paragraphs of the 
specification of record is not considered a change that must be shown. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

5. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

6. Claims 1-7 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. 

a) Claim 1 is rejected under 35 USC 112, first paragraph because the disclosure, 
as originally filed, does not provide support for the following features which are 
recited in the claim as filed in the amendment of 8/21/07. 
First, the disclosure as originally filed does not provide support for the features 
thereof "said mirror surface being size such that the entirety of the outer mirror is 
utilized to provide... said school bus" as recited on lines 4-8. Applicant should 
note that the disclosure as originally filed does not have any written description 
related to the size of the contoured outer surface of the mirror element and the 
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written description related to the images of both the front and at least one side of 
the school bus of the scene; 

Second, the disclosure as originally filed does not provide support for the feature 
thereof "being mounted and structured to fixedly maintain said single integrated 
wide angle field of view... said school bus" as recited on lines 11-13. Applicant 
should note that all feature related to the mounting of the mirror to the school bus 
is provided in specification at page 4 which discloses a mounting of a mirror to a 
school bus of the prior art. See also page 3, the brief description of the drawings 
and the amendment to the drawings as filed on 1/29/01 ; 
Third, the disclosure as originally filed does not provide support for the feature 
thereof "being treated with and comprising an antiglare material which is effective 
to reduce glare" as recited on lines 24-25. Applicant should note that the 
information related to the treatment to reduce glare is provided in page 3; 
however, the information has never disclosed that the so-called "antiglare 
material" is effective to reduce glare (examiner's emphasis); and 
Fourth, the disclosure as originally filed does not provide support for the features 
thereof "whereby the entire of the mirror surface is utilized and the mirror 
surface... and whereby a mirror element of a smaller size is realizable" as recited 
on lines 26-29. Applicant should note that the disclosure as originally filed does 
not have any written description related to the so-called "whereby a mirror 
element of a smaller size is realizable" as claimed. 
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b) Claim 9 is rejected under 35 (JSC 1 1 2, first paragraph for the similar reasons 
as set forth in element a) above. 

c) The remaining claims are dependent upon the rejected base claim and thus 
inherit the deficiencies thereof. 

7. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

8. Claims 1-7 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

a) Claim 1 is rejected under 35 USC 112, second paragraph for the following 
reasons: First, each of the features thereof "the vehicle" (line 19) and "the non- 
treated surface" (line 28) lacks a proper antecedent basis; Second, it is unclear 
about the arrangement of the outer surface of the mirror element with respect to 
the vehicle (or the school bus) and the driver of the vehicle (or school bus) as 
recited in the features thereof "the contoured outer surface... of a driver" (lines 
10-11) and "the outer mirror... facing toward the vehicle to which the mirror 
element is mounted" (lines 17-20). In other words, it is unclear to which direction 
the outer surface of the mirror element is mounted and faced from the two 
mentioned features. Applicant should note that a direction faced to the vehicle (or 
school bus) does not mean that the direction faces the direction of the vehicle (or 
school bus); Third, the feature thereof "said scene including images of both said 
front and said at least one side of said school bus" (lines 7-8) is indefinite 
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- because it is unclear whiat component(s)/system(s) is/are used to form images of 
both said front and said at least one side of said school bus onto the scene to be 
viewed by the driver of the school bus. 

b) Claim 9 is rejected under 35. USC 112, first paragraph for the similar reasons 
as set forth in element a) above. 

c) The remaining claims are dependent upon the rejected base claim and thus 
inherit the deficiencies thereof 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

9. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

10. Claims 1-6, and 9, as best as understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Stout (U.S. Patent No. 4,822,157, of record) in view of 
Falge (U.S. Patent No. 1,768,354, of record). 

Stout discloses a school bus with a mirror assembly installed to a front fender of 
the bus for the purpose of providing the driver of the bus visual access to the 
area in front of the school bus as well as to the sides of the bus. See abstract 
and column 2 (lines 29-34). The mirror assembly as stated at column 2 and 
shown in figures 1-3 comprises a mirror element (26) having an oval ellipsoidal 
shape and configured as a convex, generally dome shaped and contiguous 
mirror surface with its contoured outer surface facing in a direction of the driver. 
The mirror surface of the mirror element inherently has a size wherein the 
entirety of the mirror surface is utilized to provide a single, integrated wide angle 



Application/Control Number: 09/757,130 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2872 

filed of view of a scene which includes the front and at least one side of the bus 
wherein their images are viewed by the driver of the bus via the reflections from 
the mirror surface. The mirror assembly is secured to a mirror pole (20) via a 
securing means (48, 50, 52). The mirror pole (20) in turn is inherently secured to . 
the front fender of the school bus. See column 3 and fig. 1 . As such, the mirror 
assembly provides and maintains the scene which includes the front and at least 
one side of the bus wherein their images are viewed by the driver of the bus via 
the reflections from the mirror surface while the drive drives the bus. As a result 
of such structure, the school bus with the mirror assembly attached therein as 
provided by Stout meets all of the limitations of the device as claimed except a 
portion of the mirror element being treated for reducing glare. 
The treatment on a portion of the mirror element, in particular, on an upper 
portion of the mirror, for the purpose of reducing glare is known to one skilled in 
the art as can be seen in the optical system provided by Falge. In particular, 
Falge discloses a mirror system having a mirror surface wherein the upper 
portion of the mirror is treated to reduce glare without rendering the treated 
portion opaque as to be non-reflective. See Falge, pages 1-2 and figs 1 and 8, 
for example. Regarding to the material used to treat the upper portion of the 
mirror, Falge discloses that one of the material used comprises black enamel, 
see column 3, lines 6-14, or translucent material such as celluloid or pyralin, 
colored green or other materials which effect a reduction in the intensity of light 
incident thereon, see column 4, lines 1-14. 



Application/Control Number: 09/757,130 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2872 

Regarding to the dimension/size of the portion being treated (36) for reducing 
glare, in the embodiment of figure 8, the treated portion has an area of one-half 
of the upper one-third of the mirror (see page 2, column 4, lines 93-101). See 
also In re Wertheim, 541 F. 2d 257, 191 USPQ 90 (CCPA 1976), "the disclosure 
in the prior art of any value within a claimed range is an anticipation of that 
range." See also, Titanium Metals Corporation of America, 227 USPQ 773 
(Fed. Cir. 1985), In re Petering, 301 F. 2d 676, 133 USPQ 275 (CCPA 1962). It 
is noted that the treated portion is located in spaced relation to and not in contact 
with any portion of the uppermost peripheral edge of the mirror surface along the 
vertical direction of the mirror surface. 

Regarding to the feature that the treated portion is located in the area defined 
from an uppermost position on the contoured mirror surface and a straight 
notional line which bisects the mirror surface in the horizontal direction, such a 
feature is readable from the mirror having treated portion provided by Falge. In 
other words, in each embodiments shown in fig. 1 and fig. 8, the treated portion 
is located in a notional straight line which bisects the mirror surface in a 
horizontal direction. Applicant should note that notional straight line which bisects 
the mirror surface in a horizontal direction is merely that of an imaginary line, not 
a physical line or resulted from a mechanical construction/structure of the mirror 
surface. 
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With regard to the feature concerning the formation of the coating band as 
recited in claim 4, such a feature is directed to a method step and thus is not 
given a patentable weight. See In re Dike, 157 USPQ 581 (CCPA 1968). 
Thus, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the mirror assembly provided by Stout by making a 
portion of the upper one-third of the mirror as a treated portion as suggested by 
Falge for the purpose of providing a mirror assembly with a portion of its upper 
section having the function of reducing glare. It is also noted that the combined 
product as provided by Stout and Falge inherently will provide a reduction in 
glare caused by sun light during the operation of the school bus because the 
combined product is installed in a school bus which is operated in daytime for 
transportation students to school and back to their homes. 
11. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Stout in 
view of Falge as applied to claiml above with or without Malifaud (U.S. Patent No. 
3,199,114, of record). 

The combined product as provided by Stout and Falge as described above 
meets all of the features recited in present claim 7 except the treated portion is 
located on one side relative to the minor axis of the mirror surface. However, 
such an arrangement of a treated portion with respect to the area of an optical 
element having a substantially oval shape as claimed is merely that of a 
preferred embodiment and no criticality has been disclosed. The support for this 
conclusion is found in the present specification in which applicant has taught that 
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the treated portion is extended on both side of the minor surface as can be seen 
in the embodiment described at pages 4-5 and illustrated in present figure 2A- 
2C. Furthermore, the use of an anti-glare portion which is located on one side of 
an optical element having an oval shape and on a side relative to a minor axis of 
the optical element is known to one skilled in the art as can be seen in the anti- 
glare system provided by Malifaud. See column 5 and fig. 5. Thus, absent any 
showing of criticality, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the 
time the invention was made to utilize the teaching, i.e., use the antiglare portion 
on just one side of an optical element as suggested by Malifaud in the combined 
product provided by Stout and Falge by using a portion on just one side of the 
minor axis of a mirror surface which portion is necessary to the driver's field of 
view as a treated portion for reducing glare and simultaneously reducing the 
manufacture cost. 

Response to Arguments 

12. Applicant's arguments filed on 8/21/07, pages 6-8, have been fully considered 

but they are not persuasive for the following reasons. 

First, applicant argues that the combined art does not disclose the invention as 
claimed, the examiner respectfully disagrees because all features recited in the 
claims are disclosed in the art of Stout in view of the art provided by Falge. 
Applicant is respectfully invited to review the rejections of the claims as provided 
in this Office action. 
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Second, in response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, 
one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the 
rejections are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 
F.2d413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 
USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 

Third, applicant has argued that the mirror provided by Falge has a large side 
and not is a mirror installed in a school bus wherein the mirror has a size to 
provide a single integrated wide angle field of view as that of the present claims. 
The Examiner respectfully disagreed because the mirror has a size to provide a 
single integrated wide angle field of view is clearly provided by the Stout, the 
primary reference. The art of Falge, the secondary reference, is used in 
combination with the art of Stout, the primary reference, is for the purpose of 
showing that the treatment on a portion of the mirror element, in particular, on an 
upper portion of the mirror, for the purpose of reducing glare. In response to 
applicant's argument that the mirror provided by Falge is large mirror so it cannot 
use with a school bus, the test for obviousness is not whether the features of a 
secondary reference may be bodily incorporated into the structure of the primary 
reference; nor is it that the claimed invention must be expressly suggested in any 
one or all of the references. Rather, the test is what the combined teachings of 
the references would have suggested to those of ordinary skill in the art. See In 
re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981). 
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Conclusion 



13. The additional U.S. patents are cited as of interest in that each discloses a mirror 
assembly installed on a school bus. It is noted that the use of an opaque or non- 
reflective bans around the peripheral section of the mirror near the edges is disclosed in 
the Patent No. 6,293,679. 

14. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thong Q Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
2316. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Drew A Dunn can be reached on (571) 272-2312. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free), a 




Thong Nguyen 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2872 



